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The Methodist Federation for Social Action, an unofficial membership 
organization, founded in 1907, seeks to deepen within the Church, 
the sense of social obligation and opportunity to study, from the 
Christian point of view, social problems and their solutions and to pro- 
mote social action in the spirit of Jesus. The Federation stands for the 
complete abolition of war. The Federation rejects the method of the 
struggle for profit as the economic base for society and seeks to replace 
it with social-economic planning to develop a society without class or 
group discriminations and privileges. In seeking these objectives, the 
Federation does not commit its members to any specific program, but 
remains an inspirational and educational agency, proposing social changes 
by democratic decisions, not by violence. 
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_ Towards Ending the Middle East War Danger 


.Armed U. S. troops are intervening in Lebanon. The U. N. 
harters Article 51, which provides for defense of one state 
paded by another state, does not apply to and cannot justify 
3 U. S. military intervention. U. N. agents: its western Sec- 
tary General and its western-led Observation Corps on the 
tt in Lebanon and along its border with Syria, have reported 


egister Now For Natl. MFSA Meeting 


The 1958 National Membership MFSA Meeting convenes at 
hon Labor Day, Sept. 1, and concludes after lunch and a final 
mmunion service on Wednesday, Sept. 3. Meeting place is 
llifornia’s famed White Sulphur Springs—now the California- 
»vada Methodist Conference’s newest conference ground. The 
tsomodations with comfortable beds and mattresses (delegates 
provide their own bedding) are highly recommended. Swim- 
sets will enjoy the 85 foot pool with sand and beach and 
esh, filtered, heated, mountain spring water. This is two miles 
=st on Spring Street of St. Helena, Calif., easily reached by 
weyhound Bus or auto on good, paved roads (1% hours from the 
in Francisco Bay area). On reaching St. Helena by bus phone 
»¢ Methodist Camp to be picked up by auto. White~Sulphur 
orings will be found “nestling in secluded Napa Sun Valley 
ong sunny inland slopes of Northern California’s Coast Range 
untains, a world renowned health resort famous since 1852 
s inviting hospitality and rarely found White Sulphur Waters. 
ailing address is White Sulphur Springs Methodist Camp, Route 
130, St. Helena, California. scat 
eady signed up to come is Dr. Louise Pettibone Smith, 
| authority an 


att oot 


MFSA President Worley (who will be driving both ways), 

the national office at once. Present also for repofts and 
will be other national officers, including Rev. E. L. 
ill bring along slides from his extensive tour of the 


“Lebanon is that for the subsequent and U. S.-approved British 


‘demand of that revolution in each country is for full inde 


that the strife in Lebanon is essentially domestic and not the 
product of aggression from or by a foreign state. That being so, 
the U. S. action contravenes the U. N. Charter, which prohibits 
intervention by one state in the essentially domestic affairs of 
another. 

Nor does the Eisenhower Doctrine apply. That Doctrine only 
authorized aid to a state in the Middle East invaded by another 
state under communist control. No responsible official has shown 
or even charged this to be true in Lebanon. 

President Eisenhower dispatched armed troops to Lebanon 
without consulting Congress (despite past promises to consult) 
or the United Nations. He presented both with a fait accompli. 
The unilateral U. S. present function of armed intervention in 
Lebanon compromises the legitimate, earlier and effectively be- 
gun U.N. function of factual observation and reporting. It dis- 
serves the U. N. and violates its charter. We have never doubted 
President Eisenhower's devotion to peace and have supported 
him in many specific stands, but not in this one which we see. 
as one of the most disastrous mistakes of his career. 

The President said Americans in Lebanon had to be protected, es 
but he gave no proof or evidence as to their peril. We know — 
of no Americans killed by either government or rebel forces in 
Lebanon. Many Lebanese dislike and protest the coming of our © 
U. S. troops; so that coming will not add to the popularity or 
safety of Americans. If Americans in Lebanon were in such 
danger and if that were a real reason for our intervention, our 
troops would at once have begun evacuating their endangered 
fellow citizens. But such activity by our troops was not reported. 

So reasons stated for our intervention are neither valid nor~ 
convincing. The apparent real reason for our intervention in 


1 


military intervention in Jordan. We and the British are inter-_ 
vening in those two lands to buttress their present 
their domestic foes, and against an Arab Natio 
which is sweeping all through the Middle East 


gainst popu. 
less 


us in Iraq was that we were in neither touch nor harmony. with 
the people or with their real feelings and desires. 

Our officials have so far missed Iraq’s real lesson. It is not 
that we should even more recklessly and desperately intervene 
for governments of our choosing and against popular nationalism, 
revolution and demands. It is rather that we should understand 
and befriend the world’s oppressed and rising peoples and their 
popular revolution against feudal and colonial exploitation and 
rule. To do that would be to restore our now-sullied national 
reputation and honor, and to return to our own revolutionary 
and democratic origins and principles. To do that will be to set 
our misguided and anti-democratic foreign policy right. 


The first step along that needed course is to bring our troops 
out of Lebanon. As long as they stay there is the chance some 
Americans or Lebanese may kill or be killed. And though we 
do not expect it, there is at least some chance the U.S.S.R. may 
respond to provocative military intervention near its borders by 
military counter-moves which could bring global wer, What 
would we do if the shoe were on the other foot and the Red 
Army intervened for some besieged and leftist Latin American 
government in our backyard? 

We condemned the Israeli-British-French attack on Egypt and 
the violent Soviet military intervention in Hungary. In those 
cases. we strongly supported President Eisenhower and the prin- 
cipled U. S. government stand. As Americans with special citiz- 
enship responsibility for our own government policies, we would 
be especially derelict not to condemn and seek to halt the dang- 
erous U. S. military intervention in Lebanon and the similar U. 
S.-approved British military intervention for what Aneurin Bevan 
calls the kept government and monarch of Jordan. 


For Americans who seek a democratic, peaceful foreign pol- 
icy, silence would be reprehensible. Today is a day to speak. 
cae > —J.R.M. 


“The United States can accomplish more for peace and de- 
mocracy in the Middle East by sponsoring bold solutions to its 
economic and social problems under the U. N. than by sending 
arms to unstable governments.”’—Board of World Peace of The 
- Methodist Church. 

._ “The President’s action stands. under condemnation, even 
allowing none of the above actions were taken. The action was 


arskjold that the trouble in Lebanon was essentially domestic 
and that our action jeopardizes the standing of the U. N. Obser- 
Group. The July 17 NY Times noted 
‘Th Lebanon move appears to split Hammarskjold and Washington. 
Vhile I Cabot Lodge was defending the U. S. stand on Lebanon 
today, Dag Hammarskjold, seated nearby, was looking steadily in other 
rections . ammarskjold told the Security Council the obser- 
vers reported complete success in making arrangements to inspect all 
along: the ‘line.’ 
action will recall to millions in Asia, Africa, and South 
'e common practices of western nations in a previous 
tion—another Marine landing in Guatemala or another 
val action in China. If the Soviet government unilater- 
't Russian troops into’ Iran to maintain a government 
the U.S.S.R., we would condemn her.”—Carl D. Soule, 
Methodist Board of World Peace. 


basically unilateral. It flew in face of the judgment of Mr. Ham-_ 


_ a substantial number of military personnel” 


- polic 


' 

the Lebanese Parliament, Mr. Adel Osseirane, who protested E 
the United Nations and to us as follows. 2 
The only authority representing the people is the Chamber of Deputi 
We have learned unfortunately that American forces have landed : 
Lebanese territory under pretext of protecting the lives of Americans al 
to safeguard the independence and sovereignty of Lebanon. This act 
itself, that is to say, the landing of American forces, is an infringeme 
of the independence and sovereignty of Lebanon. 5 
The lives and interests of Americans living there have never be 
endarigered, Whereas the Lebanese conflict has lasted sixty-seven day 
no Lebanese has ever had the intention of menacing the lives of Ame 
icans or their interests. R 
The crisis to which Lebanon is a prey is a domestic crisis. The res 
lution of it is in the hands of the Chamber of Deputies. be 
For that reason, I must protest on behalf of the Chamber again 
this infringement of the sovereignty and independence of Lebanon, at 
I consider the landing of American forces is a threat to peace af 
security in the Middle East. % 
I consider that the United States of America is responsible for ar 
disastrous repercussions which may even lead to world war, and | d 
mand the immediate evacuation of the foreign forces to maintain i 
good relations which exist between Lebanon and the United States. = 


The July 18 NY Times reported: “PRO-WEST DEPUTI 
IN LEBANON OPPOSE MARINES’ LANDINGS”: 


Many ‘pro-Western members of Parliament were rallying to Spe: 
Adel Osseiran’s opposition to the landings of U. S. Marines in Lebanor 
These included Deputies normally friendly to President Camille Chamou 
but now opposing his invitation that brought the marines ashore. 3 

Mr. Osseiran protested the landings to Pres. Eisenhower and to tt 
United Nations. He contended a majority in Parliament backed n 
protest and said he planned .to call a special session to consider 
complaints. : 

One report said almost two-thirds of the entire parliament had line 
up behind Mr. Osseiran in opposition to the landing. Although 
Chamoun and pro-West, some of the Deputies complained Leban 
independence and sovereignty had been infringed by the landings. 


i 
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THE FALSE ANSWER OF MILITARY PACTS - 


By Hon. J. William Fulbright of Arkansas 
U. S. Senate (7/16) i 


Instead of long range consistent policies we relied on mi 
pacts and doctrines without relation to whether the dan 
involved were military or whether their solution was possibl 
military means. Neither the Baghdad Pact nor the Eisenhov 
Doctrine went beyond a pat military answer to recognize th 
basic underlying problems capable of no military solution. — 
fact, they obscured the basic problems and postponed their 
tion. ° 

Concentration on military pacts and doctrines, not only in # 
Middle East, but in much of the rest of the world, ca 
to lose touch with ordinary people. We and the governme 
Iraq were completely unaware of a plot involving many p 
__ We have given Iraq considerable military assistance anc 
in that countr 
parently, our people—whether they be military or civil 
ae succeeded in establishing friendly communication with 
raqi. . d ee eee 
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WALL STREET JOURNAL SPEAKS 


(Excerpts from Journal editorials ALG ie 18/58) 

‘What we are struggling against in the Middle East is a rising tide 
édeep emotions. It is not, strictly speaking, nationalism, since the 
‘otions involved are not localized by accepted national boundaries. 
is not Nasserism, as it is often called, because it did not originate 
h Mr. Nasser nor will it dissappear with Mr. Nasser. The best term 
probably Pan-Arabism. E 
' But whatever it is called, it is plainly a powerful force. 
pr the whole Arab world from Iraq to North Africa. 


And if this is what we are fighting against, what are we fighting 
P) e 


It spreads 


The most direct answer is that we are fighting for the oil fields of 
: Middle East. 3 

Of course it is by no means certain that Arabian oil in the hands of 
abs is denied to the Westem World. Even Mr. Niasser must sell his 
where the oil can be used. But in any event, if this is the reason 
+ are ready to fight, then it is not a crusade against communism and 
ession upon which we ride but a frank power drive of precisely 
2 kind we have long deplored in others. 

After we have used our forces to put down disorder and establish 
»e kind of order we want, what then do we do? 

And that cannot be decided until we are first ready to ask ourselves 
nankly whether we have been right to cling to a policy that puts us 
: futile opposition to the tide that is running amongst the Arab peoples. 
an the United States, in the long run, gain by a policy that makes jit 
eeessary to use force? 

Of course the United States can try, and there are those who say 


should, to put on itself the mantle of imperialism which the British _ 


ad the French laid down. That is, we can try to use our own power to 
il the power vacuum left in the Middle East. 

But if this is to be the course, if we are to accept force as a wise 
ad proper instrument for maintaining the political order we want in the 
fiddle East, we will have both done something alien to our ways and 
>eepted a very grievous burden. We would plainly be letting ourselves 
. for a long, difficult, and costly struggle. 
rs If this is not our purpose, if we have only acted to put out an im- 
ediate fire, we are still left all the same unanswered questions. None 
f the basic forces at work in the Middle East have been changed by 
intervention in Lebanon. We will have exactly the same problems 
the Marines as before them. 

_ The problems will remain until we adopt a policy that fits the real- 
of the Middle East. Those realities may not be what we most 
, but only a policy that recognizes them can promise any per- 
ment peace. And it is to this search if we are fortunate enough to 
a war now, that the Nation ought to direct itself. 

Today we are plainly in danger of losing esteem. However the 
idle Eastern action appears to Americans, it does not appear to many 
tions, long our friends as an action right and necessary. The United 
tes appears to be using its force to prop up governments whose sup- 
} among their peoples is shaky, the United States appears to be 
upon foreign lands its own Concept of order. 

‘This is the danger the U. N.’s General Secretary Hammarskjold, by 
frowning silence, and the delegate from Sweden, by his outspoken- 
are now warning us of. It is a danger the President, in weighing 
further actions, had best calculate as well as the risks from Russia. 
‘or in the balance are our motives, until now unquestioned, and our 

: until, pow. uasullied.,. And. the. patted, States can ill afford 
e its aor: ee: & : = = 


By ‘Hon. Henry S. Reuss of - Wisconsin 

_ House of Representatives (7/15/58) 

Eisenhower doctrine calls for intervention by the United 

the request of a Middle Eastern country subjected to an 
ntry caus Seen commun- 


END INTERVENTION—SUPPORT SELE-DETERMINATION 


= from Lebanon and call upon the nited Nati 
: of Lebanon so ( 


policy which I ask the Congress to joi me in proclaiming, I would, of 
course, maintain hour-by-hour contact with the Congress if it were in 
session. And if the Congress were not in session, and if the situation 
had grave implications, I would, of course, at once call the Congress 
into special session. 

If the President is obliged to consult Congress in the event of a 
violation of the Eisenhower doctrine, how much more is he required to 
consult Congress in the event of an intervention not required by the 
Eisenhower doctrine. If speed is required for the consultation and 
debate, I know that Members are prepared to sit morning, noon, and 
night. If secrecy is required, this body has adequate machinery under 
its rules for proceeding in executive session. 


THE MARINES IN THE LEBANON 


By Walter Lippmann—7/17 


The agonizing dilemma in which the President found himself is due 
to a fundamental error, which many have pointed out, in the conception 
and design of our Middle-Eastern policy. The error is in believing that 
the way to stabilize the Middle East is to align as many Middle-Eastern 
countries as can be persuaded to join, in a military alliance against the 
Soviet Union. 

This is an error for two main reasons. One is that it is absurd to 
suppose that a great power like Russia can be excluded from a region 
which is as close to her and as important to her as is Central America 
to the United States. The other reason is that the intent of the Arabs 
is not to be allied with us or with the Soviet Union, but to be neutral 
and to profit by dealing with both sides. 

The policies, based on this misconception, have blown up and are in 
ruin, They were based on theories which are contrary to the facts of 
life, and they were certain to fail. 

This is not mere post mortem. . For it is most probable, it seems 
to me, that we shall not be able to reach any solution as long as the 
principle, .or rather the ghost, of. the old policy continues to dominate 
the thinking of the White House and of the State Department. That is 
to say, a policy of the military containment of Nasser, which is what 
we are now involved in, has no promise of any kind of settlement and is 
a great threat of far-reaching complications. 

The alternative is to propose a settlement in the Middle East based 
on the principle of neutrality. This is what Egypt professes and probably 
wants. And for the little States, like Lebanon and Israel, the principle 
of neutralization guaranteed by all the great powers and by the United = 
Nations offers the greatest promise. 5 Shes 

The essential point is that we should not merely be on the beaches — = as 
and then accept as the best that is possible an indefinitely prolonged — Se 
indirect and ideological war “with the Arab revolution. We should seek — 
__a settlement by negotiation, recognizing that both the Soviet Union and 
the United Arab Republic are powers and have interests with which — 
we must reach an Bpcousncdaion: 


If we ever begin to take sides in civil wars which develop in > the 
underdeveloped and poverty stricken areas of the world during the next 
half century, we shall have American soldiers by the thousands in man‘ 
parts of the world during the next 50 years, trying to contain—as wi 
are apparently trying to do in Lebanon—rebel forces which are see 
to overthrow discredited dictators or governments which have lost the — 
confidence of the people. 

‘It is not for the U. S. to: impose the Chamoun governm 
the Lebanese people. It is for thé Lebanese pe ecide fo 


selves what form of government they 
Seeking to man ‘with American marines y 
world which are in “revolt senaine government eee 


__ the protection of that great anal istioas: princi 
_ The right of self-determination by the peop! 
“are struggling for freedom to set up a governm« 
free from a intervention by any outsid oe 
Our policy now should be to withdrav mals 2 


not too. late ‘or us 


WE CONFUSED IMAGINARY DANGER 


FOR THE REAL ONE 


By Edward Crankshaw 
Washington Post & Times Herald, 7/16 


The whole idea behind the Baghdad Pact and the Eisenhower 
Doctrine was to prevent Communist encroachment in the Middle 
Fast. It was a misbegotten idea, a disastrous doctrine, because 
both pact and doctrine diverted attention from the real danger 
fo an imaginary one. 

The real danger was never communism. It was that Arab 
nationalism, for too long pent up, would break loose and sweep 
away all Western ties. Neither the pact nor the doctrine had 
any relevance to this danger. All the Russians had to do was 
to encourage, with seeming altruism, pro-Arab and anti-Western 
emotions. This they have done. . 

The Baghdad Pact and Eisenhower Doctrine beat the air. 
They did worse: thy made it hard, if not impossible, for pro- 
Western Arabs to persuade their anti-Western brethern that 
Britain and the United States were interested in other things 
besides oil and bases. 

The Arab nationalists asked for recognition and we gave them 
a doctrine; the Russians hid their doctrine and gave them recog- 
nition. 


OUR READERS WRITE ; 


Dear Mark: Just got my last unemployment check today. Before 
I go flat broke, a dollar to apply on my MFSA membership. 
Thousands of grim faced men of the woods and sawmills are 
having their unemployment claims exhausted, due to many mill 
and camp closures in this continuing and worsening lumber 
crisis. As the law reads (in Calif.) one can draw for 26 consecu- 
tive weeks, and then must wait until July to file a new claim. 
The theory seems to be that if you have not starved to death 
by July, you will be too weak to qualify, as one has “to be 
able” to work. In Eureka, Calif., there are 2,000 continued 
claims, no figures on the number of exhausted or non-valid 
claims. Unemployed workers at Fort Seward have started a 
“fight back” movement called Unemployed Workers of America. 
We are now local 1 of that organization and we call on all 
unemployed and part time workers to take similar action: set 
up a local of seven or more members and apply for a charter 
to Lumberjack News, Fort Seward, Calif. The only expense will 
__ be a self-addressed, stamped envelope. We have a successful 
_ petition campaign going now and nearly every one signs, when 
asked. We hope everyone will give us a boost by demanding of 
the President and Congress a Federal works program at union 
tes of pay, to build schools, roads, hospitals, public power 
ams, irrigation projects, etc. The money can be taken from 


1a 3 
TOM SCRIBNER 
& 


“ 


; Chicago, Illinois 
Rare i? aa , 
a enclosing a check for $50,00 for the Federation, $25.00 
h is my pledge for the year and the rest is in memory 
lear friends of mine who were lo 
in their lifetime, but who have gone on to the life 
e Murray, died 1946; Winnifred L. Chappell, died 
cr died 1922; Armand Guerrero, died 1 
— et Riker =, at Ste SS 


+ ie 
Oks . 


, Lumberjack News, Ft. Seward, Calif. 
& ® cd & 


_ and request that the de 
supporters of the 
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Si feu 


At the United Nations Press 
Dear Mr. Chamberlin: sf 

I especially thank you for your good wishes and earl 
»rayers for the success of my own work here. We certainly ni 
the belief of our people in the world organization and I ¢¢ 
wish that it were more fullsome. However, such organizations 
yours will contibute to the sum total of confidence on 


the success of the UN depends. RUTH GAGE-COLBY 
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Below is a letter one Federationist sent the Attorney Gene 
What have other MFSA members or chapters done? : 


Attorney General William P. Rogers 4 
Justice Department Be 
Washington, D. C. i 
Dear Sir: = 

The Peace Committee of my church has asked that I. writ 
you to express their plea that proceedings to deport Mr. Da 
Hyun to South Korea be dropped. I would add to the requ 
of the committee members my own concern in the. matter. Ear 
in my life, I spent seven years as a missionary in Korea. I> 
remember much of the language and have made it a point 
keep abreast of developments there. From my contacts, I jut 
that conditions are far from satisfactory and the political ec 
librium far from stable. The present leaders maintain their ¢ 
trol by force and financial maneuvers. There is still much” 
dictiveness in the air. 4 


I think it would be perilous for Mr. Hyun to go to 
Korea. There is no reason to doubt, that, however, the fact 
in power. might assure American representatives of their 
intentions. They would still regard Mr. Hyun as an ene 
Korean history shows how viciously and vindictively powe: 
clan and family groups can act in that land. A 

Mr. Hyun has an American wife and children born h 
Either ‘he would return alone leaving his family behind or + 
too would be thrown in jeopardy. I think it is un-American 
risk it, moreover, there is no need to deport him. He has 
the qualifications we might ask of any immigrant. He i 
cated, trained, capable and can make a living for his 
We are moving swiftly into an age when we must think in 
of the whole human community. Fifty prominent America 
cently signed a statement which points the direction of to. 
Here are a few sentences from it: a 

“The sovereignty of the human community comes 

all others—before the sovereignty of groups, tribes or n 

... the test of a nation’s right to ive today is m 

not by the size of its bombs or the range of its x 

by the size and range of its concern for the hun 

munity as a whole.” __ 2 es ee 

Is it notin keeping with the true greatn 
Mr. Attorney General, to regard a man in f¢ 
as a.citizen of the world deserving an asylt 
the resentments that make that peril ha 

For these reasons, I join with 
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